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repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To detect and correct fatigue cracking in
the left and right wings in the area where the
top skin attaches to the center spar, which
could reduce the residual strength of this
skin, and consequently affect the structural
integrity of the airframe, accomplish the
following:

(a) For airplanes on which Airbus
Modification 10089 has not been installed:
Prior to the accumulation of 18,000 total
landings, or within 1,500 landings after the
effective date of this AD, whichever occurs
later, conduct either a detailed visual
inspection or a high frequency eddy current
(HFEC) inspection to detect fatigue cracking
in the left and right wings in the area where
the top skin attaches to the center spar
between ribs 1 and 7, in accordance with
Airbus Service Bulletin A300–57–6044,
Revision 2, dated September 6, 1995.

(1) If no cracking is detected, conduct
repetitive inspections thereafter at the
following intervals:

(i) If the immediately preceding inspection
was conducted using detailed visual
techniques, conduct the next inspection
within 5,000 landings.

(ii) If the immediately preceding inspection
was conducted using HFEC techniques,
conduct the next inspection within 9,500
landings.

(2) If any cracking is detected or suspected
during any detailed visual inspection
required by paragraph (a), (a)(1), or (a)(3)(i)
of this AD, prior to further flight, confirm this
finding and the length of this cracking by
conducting a HFEC inspection, in accordance
with the service bulletin. If no cracking is
confirmed during the HFEC inspection,
accomplish the repetitive inspection required
by paragraph (a)(1)(ii) of this AD at the time
specified in that paragraph.

(3) If any cracking is detected or confirmed
during any HFEC inspection required by
paragraph (a), (a)(1), or (a)(2) of this AD:

(i) If the cracking is 75 mm or less per rib
bay, prior to further flight, repair in
accordance with the service bulletin.
Thereafter, conduct repetitive detailed visual
inspections of the repaired area at intervals
not to exceed 50 landings, in accordance
with the service bulletin.

(ii) If the cracking exceeds 75 mm per rib
bay, prior to further flight, install Airbus
Modification 10089, in accordance with the
service bulletin. Thereafter, conduct a low
frequency eddy current inspection in
accordance with the requirements of
paragraph (b) of this AD.

Note 2: The Airbus service bulletin
references Airbus Service Bulletin A300–57–
6041, Revision 4, dated November 16, 1995,
as an additional source of service information
for installing Airbus Modification 10089.

(b) For airplanes on which Airbus
Modification 10089 has been installed: Prior
to the accumulation of 22,000 total landings
after this modification has been installed, or
within 1,500 landings after the effective date
of this AD, whichever occurs later, conduct

a low frequency eddy current inspection to
detect fatigue cracking in the inboard and
rear edges of the top skin reinforcing plates,
in accordance with Airbus Service Bulletin
A300–57–6044, Revision 2, dated September
6, 1995.

(1) If no cracking is detected, repeat this
inspection thereafter at intervals not to
exceed 11,000 landings.

(2) If any cracking is detected, prior to
further flight, repair in accordance with a
method approved by the Manager,
Standardization Branch, ANM–113, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate. Thereafter,
repeat this inspection at intervals not to
exceed 11,000 landings.

(c) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager,
Standardization Branch, ANM–113.
Operators shall submit their requests through
an appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, Standardization
Branch, ANM–113.

Note 3: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Standardization Branch,
ANM–113.

(d) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to
a location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on April 25,
1997.
Neil D. Schalekamp,
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 97–11332 Filed 4–30–97; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: This notice proposes to
establish a Class E airspace area at
Davis/Woodland/Winters, CA. The
development of a Global Positioning
System (GPS) Runway (RWY) 16/34 and
a VHF Omnidirectional Range (VOR)
RWY 34 Standard Instrument Approach
Procedure (SIAP) at Yolo County-Davis/
Woodland/Winters Airport has made
this proposal necessary. The intended
effect of this proposal is to provide

adequate controlled airspace for
Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) operations
at Yolo County-Davis/Woodland/
Winters Airport, Davis/Woodland/
Winters, CA.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before June 13, 1997.
ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal in triplicate to: Federal
Aviation Administration, Attn:
Manager, Operations Branch, AWP–530,
Docket No. 97–AWP–20, Air Traffic
Division, P.O. Box 92007, Worldway
Postal Center, Los Angeles, California,
90009.

The official docket may be examined
in the Office of the Assistant Chief
Counsel, Western Pacific Region,
Federal Aviation Administration, Room
6007, 15000 Aviation Boulevard.
Lawndale, California, 90261.

An informal docket may also be
examined during normal business at the
Office of the Manager, Operations
Branch, Air Traffic Division at the above
address.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
William Buck, Airspace Specialist,
Operations Branch, AWP–530, Air
Traffic Division, Western-Pacific
Region, Federal Aviation
Administration, 15000 Aviation
Boulevard, Lawndale, California, 90261,
telephone (310) 725–6556.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited
Interested parties are invited to

participate in this proposed rulemaking
by submitting such written data, views,
or arguments as they may desire.
Comments that provide the factual basis
supporting the views and suggestions
presented are particularly helpful in
developing reasoned regulatory
decisions on the proposal. Comments
are specifically invited on the overall
regulatory, aeronautical, economic,
environmental and energy-related
aspects of the proposal.
Communications should identify the
airspace docket number and be
submitted in triplicate to the address
listed above. Commenters wishing the
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their
comments on this notice must submit
with the comments a self-addressed,
stamped postcard on which the
following statement is made:
‘‘Comments to Airspace Docket No. 97–
AWP–20.’’ The postcard will be date/
time stamped and returned to the
commenter. All communications
received on or before the specified
closing date for comments will be
considered before taking action on the
proposed rule. The proposal contained
in this notice may be changed in light
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of comments received. All comments
submitted will be available for
examination in the Operations Branch,
Air Traffic Division, at 15000 Aviation
Boulevard, Lawndale, California 90261,
both before and after the closing date for
comments. A report summarizing each
substantive public contact with FAA
personnel concerned with this
rulemaking will be filed in the docket.

Availability of NPRM
Any person may obtain a copy of this

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM)
by submitting a request to the Federal
Aviation Administration, System
Management Branch, P.O. Box 92007,
Worldway Postal Center, Los Angeles,
California 90009. Communications must
identify the notice number of this
NPRM. Persons interested in being
placed on a mailing list for future
NPRM’s should also request a copy of
Advisory Circular No. 11–2A, which
describes the application procedures.

The proposal
The FAA is considering an

amendment to part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 71)
by establishing a Class E airspace area
at Davis/Woodland/Winters, CA. The
development of GPS and VOR SIAP at
Yolo County-Davis/Woodland/Winters
Airport has made this proposal
necessary. The intended effect of this
proposal is to provide adequate Class E
airspace for aircraft executing the GPS
RWY 16/34 or VOR RWY 34 SIAP at
Yolo County-Davis/Woodland/Winters
Airport, Davis/Woodland/Winters, CA.
Class E airspace area designations are
published in Paragraph 6005 of FAA
Order 7400.9D dated September 4, 1996,
and effective September 16, 1996, which
is incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designation
listed in this document would be
published subsequently in this Order.

The FAA has determined that this
proposed regulation only involves an
established body of technical
regulations for which frequent and
routine amendments are necessary to
keep them operationally current.
Therefore, this proposed regulation—(1)
Is not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a ‘‘significant rule’’ under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
Regulatory Evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. Since this is a
routine matter that will only affect air
traffic procedures and air navigation, it
is certified that this proposed rule
would not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small

entities under the criteria of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71
Airspace, Incorporation by reference,

Navigation (air).

The Proposed Amendment
In consideration of the foregoing, the

Federal Aviation Administration
proposes to amend 14 CFR part 71 as
follows:

PART 71—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for 14 CFR
part 71 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959–
1963 Comp., p. 389; 14 CFR 11.69.

§ 71.1 [Amended]
2. The incorporation by reference in

14 CFR 71.1 of the Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9D, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points,
dated September 4, 1996, and effective
September 16, 1996, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth
* * * * *

AWP CA E5 Davis/Woodland/Winters, CA
[New]
Yolo County-Davis/Woodland/Winters

Airport, CA
(Lat. 33°34′45′′ N, long. 121°51′24′′ W)
That airspace extending upward from 700

feet above the surface with a 6.5-mile radius
of Yolo County-Davis/Woodland/Winters
Airport, excluding the Sacramento, CA, Class
C and Class E airspace areas, Davis, CA, Class
E airspace area, and Woodland, CA, Class E
airspace area.

* * * * *
Issued in Los Angeles, California, on April

15, 1997.
Michael Lammes,
Assistant Manager, Air Traffic Division,
Western-Pacific Region.
[FR Doc. 97–11380 Filed 4–30–97; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–M

PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY
CORPORATION

29 CFR Part 4231

RIN 1212–AA69

Mergers and Transfers Between
Multiemployer Plans

AGENCY: Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corporation.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corporation is proposing to amend its

regulation on Mergers and Transfers
Between Multiemployer Plans to clarify
how the rules are to be applied to plans
terminated by mass withdrawal and to
make other minor changes and
clarifications in the regulation.

DATES: Comments on these proposals
must be received by June 30, 1997.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed to
the Office of the General Counsel, suite
340, Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corporation, 1200 K Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20005–4026; delivered
to that address between 9 a.m. and 4
p.m. on business days; faxed to 202–
326–4112; or e-mailed to
reg.comments@pbgc.gov. Written
comments will be available for public
inspection at the PBGC’s
Communications and Public Affairs
Department, suite 240 at the same
address, between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m. on
business days.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Deborah C. Murphy, Attorney, Office of
the General Counsel, suite 340, Pension
Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 1200 K
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20005–
4026; 202–326–4024 (202–326–4179 for
TTY and TDD).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Under section 4231(a) and (b) of
ERISA, a merger, or a transfer of assets
and liabilities, between multiemployer
plans must satisfy four requirements
unless otherwise provided in
regulations prescribed by the PBGC:

(1) The PBGC must receive 120 days’
advance notice of the transaction;

(2) Accrued benefits must not be
reduced;

(3) There must be no reasonable
likelihood that benefits will be
suspended as a result of plan
insolvency; and

(4) An actuarial valuation of each
affected plan must have been performed
as prescribed in section 4231(b)(4).

The PBGC’s regulation on Mergers
and Transfers Between Multiemployer
Plans (29 CFR part 4231 (formerly part
2672)) prescribes procedures for
requesting a determination that a merger
or transfer satisfies applicable
requirements, allows the PBGC to waive
the 120-day notice requirement, and sets
higher-level and lower-level
requirements for ‘‘safe harbor’’ plan
solvency tests and for valuation
standards. Whether the higher-level or
lower-level requirements apply depends
on whether a ‘‘significant transfer’’ is
involved.
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